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C. Coordinated Opposition Efforts By Minnesota and Wisconsin Tribes

From the earliest mention of the Hudson casino proposal, Minnesota tribes expressed

their opposition to the venture.  Beyond their direct communications with the Interior

Department and the BIA area office, described above, the tribes also took early steps towards

what would ultimately become a full assault on the proposal through a united Washington

lobbying effort.  One of these first steps was coordination of the Minnesota tribes’ efforts with

their allies in Wisconsin.  

By January 1994, this process had begun.  At McCarthy’s request, Ducheneaux provided

information about the Wisconsin congressional delegation –  names, addresses, and information

about which tribes they represented – to McCarthy, specifically mentioning the Red Cliff and Lac

Courte Oreilles tribes.  That same month, representatives of Prairie Island were in direct contact

with the St. Croix tribe, apparently so they could coordinate their responses to BIA on the issue

of economic detriment.  Indeed, the St. Croix tribe shared with Prairie Island a redacted version

of an analysis estimating the impact of a Hudson casino on the St. Croix’s Turtle Lake casino.  

Tribal leaders invited Tilsen – the Hudson area law professor – to address the MIGA

membership at the March 16, 1994, meeting.  It is possible that Kurt BlueDog – a former student

of Tilsen – arranged for Tilsen’s appearance.  According to McCarthy, Tilsen had asked to

address the Minnesota tribes to explain why he opposed the Hudson proposal; he wanted to make

sure the MIGA members understood his position and did not perceive him to be “anti-tribal.”109  

The minutes further reflect that McCarthy “was instructed to set up another meeting” with Tilsen. 


